This study is designed to evaluate the European External Action Service (EEAS) by analyzing its effectiveness in achieving a greater level of cohesion amongst European Union (EU) member states. The research examines voting patterns in the United Nations General 
Introduction
The United Nations (UN) and the European Union (EU) have created one of the most unique multilateral partnerships in the world. Since the EU was granted observer status inneva, Paris, Nairobi, Rome, and Vienna (United Nations Regional Information Centre for Western Europe, 2007) . Over 1,300 EU meetings are held annually in New York on a variety of topics such as trade, humanitarian aid, environmental policy, and peace and security. The number of EU embassies is expected to increase throughout the world.
In December 2012, the EEAS along with the Spanish Foreign Ministry announced a plan to open a Spanish embassy to be located in the premises of the EU Delegation to Yemen. Luxembourg has already announced a similar plan to open their embassy to Ethiopia on the premises of the EU delegation. The EEAS believes that the sharing of embassy space confirms the trend of strong relations between the member states and the EU, working hand in hand to build a common European diplomacy that allows the EU to speak with one voice in the international arena.
With the passage of resolution A/65/276, on May 3, 2011, the EU took a great leap forward when it was given an enhanced observer status in the UNGA. EU representatives can now be invited to participate in general debate of the General Assembly and represent common positions of the EU to the General Assembly. EU representatives also have the right to present proposals and amendments but still can't vote on substantive matters. Resolution A/65/276 permits EU publications on issues before the General Assembly to be circulated as documents of the General Assembly. Previously, as a regular observer, the EU could never deliver their own General Assembly speech before the opening session of the UNGA, but rather would have to rely on the member state who held the rotating Presidency of the EU.
The EEAS is two years old and is helping the EU deal with international issues such as climate change; arms control and disarmament; peace and security; and the unraveling political unrest in the Middle East. The EEAS must coordinate the foreign policies of all twentyseven member states, if it wishes to have a significant role on the global stage.
Literature Review
There have been studies on cohesion rates of the EU in the UNGA by a few research teams but none of the studies have incorporated the current EU-27. With the last study being from 2005, none of the studies include the years when the EEAS has been in operation. Being tasked with harmonizing EU foreign policy, the EEAS should have increased cohesion of EU foreign policy.
Katie Verlin Laatikainen and Karen E. Smith were the first ones to examine cohesion rates of the EU at the UNGA. In their findings, cohesion amongst EU member states increased throughout the 1990s but starting in 2000, decreased. The last year of their study was in 2003, the year prior to the largest expansion in EU history with the addition of 10 new member states into the Union. Regional blocs, such as the Central and Eastern European Countries, have forced the EU to pay more attention to certain global issues, such as human trafficking, because these problems are much more salient for the new members (Laatikainen & Smith, 2006) . It is important to examine how EU member states are speaking with one voice when dealing with issues of foreign policy and how the majority position has changed with enlargement.
Other studies have also found increased cohesion among the European Union in the UNGA. In June 2010, Madeleine Holsi, Evelyn van Kampen, Frits Meijerink, and Katherin Tennis, published their research on EU voting cohesion in the UNGA between 1952 and 2005. Due to rising EU cohesion rates since the 1980s, cohesion rates among the EU member states were higher than cohesion levels for the remaining members in the UNGA. The
The External Action Service and its Effect on the Cohesion of EU Hosli study also identified significant cohesion in specific categories of foreign policy issues especially in dealing with the Middle East. Middle Eastern affairs had the highest cohesion rate than any other policy area.
Since the EEAS was established on January 1, 2011, they've been instrumental in working for South Sudanese independence, arms control, and unrest in the Middle East. Some innovations contained in the Lisbon Treaty have the potential to give the EU a more coherent and unitary presence on the world stage (Pirozzi & Ronzitta, 2011) . Article Thirty-Four of the Lisbon Treaty requires that the member states serving on the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) be in contact with the High Representative and the rest of the EU. It is the role of the EEAS to make sure this coordination happens. In 2011, the UNSC passed resolution 1973 authorizing a no-fly zone in Libya. France, Portugal, and the United Kingdom all voted in favor of the resolution. Germany who was serving as a non-permanent member on the UNSC, abstained from voting. The disparity on how the EU members voted on Resolution 1973 identifies the continuing challenge for the EEAS in harmonizing EU foreign policy.
In January 23, 2012, Oxfam published a report, Fit for Purpose: The European External Action Service one year on, where it recommends, in order to be successful, that the EEAS must develop an overarching strategy and a plan for where the EU wishes to be by 2015 as a global actor. The Oxfam report also encourages the strengthening of EU Delegations abroad, and "increase operation coordination with other EU institutions and member states" (Blockmans, S., Alonso, N., & Wald, T., 2012) .
Previous research of the voting patters of EU member states in the UN have shown periods of increased and decreased cohesion in relation to the remaining members of the UNGA, on specific policy areas. With the last study on voting cohesion being from 2005, two years prior the last enlargement, it is important to research how the EEAS has helped harmonize foreign policy. The EU is experiencing the first enlargement in six years with Croatia entering the Union on July 1, 2013, making it important to know the effect enlargement has on a cohesive foreign policy.
Methodology
First, using the United Nations Documentation: Research Guide, I sorted through resolutions passed in each session of the UNGA between the 58 th Session (2003 Session ( -2004 , I will be able to examine how enlargement of the EU and the EEAS has affected the cohesion rate of European Union foreign policy.
The total unanimity score is the percent the number of votes in which all EU member states voted exactly the same way, divided by the number of total roll call votes in that session.
If all member states voted in favor of a resolution and one member state either voted against or abstained, this resolution is not unanimous. In this study, member states failing to vote on a resolution prohibits a resolution from receiving unanimity from the EU, even if all voting members voted to the same way. I have calculated the unanimity rates for each UNGA session and for each of their committees.
By using the different UNGA committees as variables for different policy areas such as: disarmament and international security; economic and financial affairs; social, cultural, and humanitarian affairs; and political and decolonization, I am able to see how cohesion in different policy areas compares to one another.
Data
As seen in Figure 1 , there are only two occasions in which there are two consecutive years that total unanimity increased over the previous session. 
59
th Session During the 59 th Session, the EU-25 voted unanimously 65.7% of the time, dropping 3.6 percentage points from the previous 58 th Session. There were a total of seventy roll call votes taken in the 59 th Session of the UNGA and the EU-25 reached consensus on forty-six of those resolutions. The unanimity score may have fallen since the previous session since now the EU has twenty-five members during the whole session to reach a consensus rather than just fifteen.
As shown in Table ) , the EU voted unanimously 50% of the time in plenary session, 50% of the time in DISEC, 100% of the time in ECOFIN, 90.5% of the time in SOCHUM, and 66.6% of the time in SPECPOL. The EU did not vote unanimously in either the Administrative & Budget Committee or the Legal Committee.
th Session
During the 60 th Session of the UNGA, the EU-25 voted unanimously 76.3% of the time, an increase of 10.6% points over the previous 59 th Session. The 60 th Session had the third highest level of total unanimity and the largest increase than the previous session than any other session in this study. The EU-25 reached unanimity on fifty-five of the total seventy-six resolutions voted on by a roll call vote.
http://scholarship.claremont.edu/urceu/vol2013/iss1/9
As shown in Table 3 , the EU voted unanimously 70% of the time in plenary session, 69.2% of the time in DISEC, 75% of the time in ECOFIN, 94.7% of the time in SOCHUM, 66.6% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
61
st Session During the 61 st Session, the EU experienced its last expansion, with the accession of Bulgaria and Romania on January 1, 2007. The EU voted unanimously 77.9% of the time. Out of the eighty-six resolutions voted on by a roll call vote, the EU voted on sixty-seven unanimously. Only three resolutions were voted after the accession of Bulgaria and Romania. Bulgaria and Romania both joined the EU majority to unanimously approve Resolution 61/250 B and Resolution 250/C. Romania chose not to vote on RES/61/295. The 61 st Session of the UNGA had the highest rate of EU unanimity in this study, rising 1.6 percentage points from the previous section.
As shown in Table 4 , the EU voted unanimously 58.3% of the time in plenary session, 70% of the time in DISEC, 100% of the time in ECOFIN, 100% of the time in SOCHUM, 73.3% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
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nd Session
The EU voted unanimously 69.6% of time in the 62 nd Session of the UNGA, falling 8.3 percentage points from the previous 61 st Session. Out of seventy-nine resolutions, the EU unanimously agreed on fifty-five. This was the second largest drop in total unanimity in this study. The reduction in unanimity could possibly be explained with the inclusion of Bulgaria and Romania, as they were new EU members during the whole session of the UNGA.
As shown in Table 5 , the EU voted unanimously 45.5% of the time in plenary session, 53.8% of the time in DISEC, 60% of the time in ECOFIN, 100% of the time in SOCHUM, 71.4% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
63
rd Session During the 63 rd Session of the UNGA the EU-27 voted unanimously 74.6% of the time rising five percentage points from the previous 62 nd Session. There were a total of seventy-five roll call votes during the 63 rd Session, fifty-six of which reached consensus amongst EU members.
As shown in Table 6 , the EU voted unanimously 45.5% of the time in plenary session, 70.3% of the time in DISEC, 100% of the time in ECOFIN, 94.7% of the time in http://scholarship.claremont.edu/urceu/vol2013/iss1/9 SOCHUM, 71.4% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
th Session
The EU-27 voted unanimously 63.6% of the time in the 64 th Session of the UNGA, dropping 11 percentage points from the previous 63 rd Session, the largest drop in total unanimity in this study. Out of sixty resolutions, voted on by a roll call vote, the EU reached unanimity on forty-two.
As shown in Table 7 , the EU voted unanimously 33.3% of the time in plenary session, 50% of the time in DISEC, 100% of the time in ECOFIN, 85.7% of the time in SOCHUM, 71.4% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
During the 65 th Session of the UNGA the EU-27 voted unanimously 70.4% of the time, rising 6.8 percentage points from the previous 64 th Session. Out of a total seventy-one resolutions that were voted on by a roll call vote, the EU reached unanimity on fifty.
As shown in 
During the 66 th Session of the UNGA the EU-27 voted unanimously 76.8% of the time, increasing 6.4 percentage points from the previous 65 th Session. Out of a total of sixtynine roll call votes in the 66 th Section, the EU reached unanimity on fifty-three. As shown in Table 9 , the EU voted unanimously 66.7% of the time in plenary session, 75% of the time in DISEC, 100% of the time in ECOFIN, 85.7% of the time in SOCHUM, 71.4% of the time in SPECPOL, and 100% of the time in the Administrative & Budget Committee. There were no roll call votes in the Legal Committee. 
DISEC
The lowest unanimity score for DISEC in this study was 47.6% in the 58 th Session and the highest was during the 61 st Session, which had a unanimity score of 7%. Only twice in this study did unanimity drop from a previous section. First unanimity dropped 16.2 percentage points from the 61 st session to the 62 nd Session and again in the 64 th Session which, dropped 20.3 percentages points from 70.3% during the 63 rd Session. The unanimity score between the 64 th Session and the 66 th Session increased a total of 25 percentage points, the largest increase between two sessions in this study. It is important to note that the EEAS was established during this period 3 . The 64 th Session increased from 50% to 60.8% in the 65 th Session and increased again to 75% in the 66 th Session, the largest unanimity score for DISEC in this study. See Figure 3 on next page.
ECOFIN
Throughout this study unanimity in ECOFIN is relatively consistent with just a few outliers. Six out of the nine sessions in this study had a unanimity rate of 100%. It is interesting to point out as seen in Figure 4, 
SOCHUM
In the nine years of voting that this study analyzed, voting in SOCHUM appears to be normally distributed. Unanimity increased every session between the 58 th Session and the 61 st Session, were it remained at 100% until the following session. 
Administrative and Budgetary
In the Administrative & Budget Committee, the EU voted unanimously 100% of the time in every session in this study, except for the 59 th Session. Resolution 59/307 was the only resolution to be voted on by a roll call vote in the 5 th Committee of the 58 th UNGA. 
Data Analysis/Discussion
Each section below is broken up into the committees of the UNGA with their corresponding resolutions that have consistently been voted on unanimously by EU members. By analyzing how EU members voted in each committee of the UNGA, you can infer how the EU views specific policy areas such as: disarmament and international security; economic and financial issues; social, humanitarian, and cultural issues; and political and decolonization issues. Percentage of total unanimity of EU members in the UNGA has increased every year the EEAS has been in operation. It is significant that the two years in which the EEAS has been in operation, total unanimity went from the session with the lowest unanimity score in the study to the session with the second highest unanimity score, increasing a total of 13.2 percentage points. Unanimity has also specifically increased in both plenary sessions and in DISEC, during each session since the establishment of the EEAS back in 2011.
Plenary Session
Unanimity increased each year since the EEAS was established, increasing a total of 33.4 . Although it is important to note that the EU does support "progress towards the aim of establishing a Middle East Free Zone of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction," (EEAS, 2011) it is interesting to point out that France and the United Kingdom, who both have nuclear weapons voted against the EU majority on several resolutions dealing with nuclear disarmament including: Nuclear-weapon-free southern hemisphere and adjacent areas 20 ,
Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace
21
, and Towards a nuclear-weapon free world: accelerating the implementation of nuclear disarmament commitments 22 , and Promotion multilateralism in the area of disarmament and non-proliferation 23 . With some members having nuclear weapons and some states without, there will clearly be some opposing viewpoints when dealing with issues of disarmament and international security. Nuclear disarmament will continue to prove to be a challenge for the EU in formulating a cohesive disarmament and international security policy. 26 . The EU uses sanctions against countries such as Iran and North Korea for political and economic coercion. According to the EU Priorities for the current 67 th Session of the UNGA, the EU promises to promote the implementation of UN sanctions regimes.
ECOFIN
SOCHUM
The EU believes strongly in promoting human rights of individuals all around the world. In the EU's Priorities for the 67 th Session of the UNGA, the EU outlines its plan to promote the ratification of the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and "adopt a unified and proactive position in the negotiation of resolutions on racism in order ensure broad consensus." Throughout this study the EU consistently approved: Global efforts for the total elimination of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance and the comprehensive implantation of and follow-up 
53
. France and the United Kingdom have a long history of colonialism, and both countries still own territories abroad. As long as France and the United Kingdom retain land abroad it remains unlikely that they will change their views on decolonization.
Administrative & Budget
Between the 58 th Session and the 66 th Session, EU members unanimously approved
Financing of the United Nations interim Force in Lebanon
54 year after year. The EU has a strong history of supporting peacekeeping missions. The EU currently has 40,000 men and women serving in UN peacekeeping missions and contributes over 40% of total peacekeeping budget (Contributions to United Nations Peacekeeping Operations, 2012).
Conclusion
The goal of this study was to identify how cohesion and harmonization of EU foreign policy has changed since the creation of the EEAS. The EEAS was created to harmonize the foreign policy of member states around one central EU foreign policy. It was my hope that by analyzing how cohesion rates have been affected vis-à-vis the operations of the EEAS, that this research could be used to enhance the policies and practices of the EEAS in order to help the EU better speak with one voice on the world stage. Although the data from this study is not statistically significant it does suggests that the EEAS has played a pivotal role in increasing cohesion of foreign policy. Percentages of total unanimity of EU members in the UNGA have increased every year the EEAS has been in operation. It is significant that the two years in which the EEAS has been in operation, total unanimity went from the session with the lowest unanimity score in the study to the session with the second highest unanimity score, increasing a total of 13.2 percentage points.
This study is consistent with Madeleine Hosli's study in that there is significant cohesion between member states on issues dealing with the Middle East. EU member states consistently voted unanimously on resolutions dealing with issues such as Israel and Palestine, Palestinian refugees, Syria, and Lebanon. The EU is committed to the Middle East and is a member of the Quartet in the Middle East peace negotiations, along side the United Nations, the United States and the Russian Federation.
EU member states increasingly vote unanimously on resolutions dealing with human rights. EU member states unanimously supported resolutions addressing the issues of human rights violations in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, the Islamic Republic of Iran, and Korea. The EU also unanimously approved resolutions protecting women and children.
Disarmament and nuclear weapons are going to prove to be a challenge for the EEAS. France and the United Kingdom are viewed as the two dominant military powers in Europe and are the only two of the twenty-seven EU member states with nuclear weapons. Resolutions supporting nuclear disarmament show the divide between France and the United Kingdom from other member states. France and the United Kingdom consistently voted against the EU majority when dealing with issues on disarmament and nuclear weapons. Several resolutions that were opposed by France and the United Kingdom are often abstained by the remaining members, which suggests that remaining members understand that nuclear weapons are important not only to the security of France and the United Kingdom but to themselves as well. The nuclear weapons belonging to France and the United Kingdom add a level of security to the entire region.
Unanimity rates in this study were lowered in some sessions because member states failed to vote on resolutions. A total of fifteen resolutions in this study failed to receive unanimity because some member states did not cast a vote. Even though there was unanimity amongst the voting-member states, it's important to note that this is not considered a unanimous vote. It's the responsibility of each member state to show up and vote; if the EU wants to be able to speak with one voice on the world stage, it needs to make sure all its members are present, and present and voting. The EEAS should focus on making sure all member states vote on resolutions, especially if there is consensus across the member states.
This study also served the purpose of identifying the effect enlargement has had on unanimity rates in voting. In both the 59 th Session and the 62 nd Session, the two sessions in which new EU member states were member states for the whole entire UNGA session after being admitted into the EU, unanimity rates dropped. th Session. This potential decrease in unanimity with the accession of Croatia is an opportunity for the EEAS to work especially hard to keep cohesion of foreign policy, at least its current levels, while still striving to keep increasing cohesion amongst its member states.
The EU does not currently have a 100 percent total unanimity score, which signals that more can be done to harmonize foreign policy, especially on issues of disarmament and international security; economic and financial affairs; social, cultural, and humanitarian affairs; and political and decolonization issues. The policies may include increasing cooperation with other EU institutions, further coordination with member states and civil society, as well as new roles and duties for EU diplomats and ambassadors.
In their report, The European External Action Service one year on, Oxfam encourages the strengthening of EU Delegations abroad, and "increase operation coordination with other EU institutions and member states." The best way to increase operation coordination with other EU institutions and member states is to continue sharing embassies. Last year the EEAS along with the Spanish Foreign Ministry announced a plan to open a Spanish embassy to be located in the premises of the EU Delegation to Yemen and Luxembourg announced a similar plan to open their embassy to Ethiopia on the premises of the EU delegation. The EEAS expects the number of European Embassies to be located in the premise of the EU Delegations to increase throughout the world (European External Action Service, 2012). One way to increase cohesion of foreign policy of member states in the UN would be to consolidate individual embassies of member states within the EU Embassy to the UN. Having only one diplomatic facility shared by the EU and its member states would make it easier to harmonize foreign policy because it's easier to communicate when you are in close proximity to other parties. Sharing of embassies also reduces operational costs. It would save money to have one diplomatic mission compared to having twenty-seven individual facilities that still need to communicate with the EU Delegation. The EEAS believes that the sharing of embassy space confirms the trend of strong relations between the member states and the EU, working hand in hand to build a common European diplomacy that allows the EU to speak with one voice in the international arena. Further study should be focused on how the EU Mission to the UN could integrate the individual missions of member states and the effect that would have on harmonizing foreign policy.
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